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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1 )E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 August 2006 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because of using claim language: 
"comprising" (line 2) should be changed to "having". 
Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b), 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Edwards 
(US 6,059,418) in view of Chen (US 5,499,169). 

Referring to Claims 1, 3 and 4 Edwards discloses (Figs. 1-3) a mirror system for a vehicle 
including a side mirrors [22], a safety mirrors [26] attached to the rear portion of the vehicle by 
an attachment means including a housing holding a reflective surface. 

Edwards discloses the instant claimed invention except for a backup light. 

Chen discloses (Figs.2, 3) a vehicle side mirror having a backup light [10] attached to the 
rear portion of the mirror in order to provide the vehicle showing the location and width of the 
vehicle, and directional signals. 
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Referring to Claim 6, while Edwards discloses a safety mirror [26] attached to lower 
upper portion of the vehicle, one having ordinary skill in the art would have recognized, that 
attachment of the mirror to an upper rear portion of the vehicle will not change the functionality 
of the system. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to provide the safety mirror of Edwards with a backup light of Chen, in 
order to increase safety of the traffic. 

Claims 2, 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Edwards in 
view of Chen, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Backenkohler (US 4,139,269). 

Referring to Claim 2 Edwards in view Chen discloses the instant claimed invention 
except for a convex mirror. 

Backenkohler discloses (Fig.l) a vehicular mirror [1] having a convex surface [2] in 
order to obtain wide-angle observation to increase safety of the traffic. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to provide the mirror device of Edwards with a backup light of Chen, 
having a convex reflective surface, as taught by Backenkohler, in order to increase safety of the 
traffic. 

Referring to Claim 5 Edwards in view Chen discloses the instant claimed invention 
except for a pivotal connection. 

Backenkohler discloses (Fig. 1) a reflective portion pivotally connected to the attachment 
mechanism. 
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It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to provide the mirror device of Edwards with a backup light of Chen, 
pivotally attached to the attachment mechanism in order to a plurality of directions of 
illumination. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Edwards in view 
of Chen, as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Hutzel (US 6,81 1,288). 

Edwards in view Chen discloses the instant claimed invention except for a pivotal 
connection between light and reflector. 

Hutzel discloses a vehicle side view mirror, wherein the reflector is pivotally connected 
to the lighting device (col. 12, lines 43-45). It allows adjusting the position of the light source 
independently from the position of the mirror. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art, at the time the 
invention was made, to provide the mirror device of Edwards with a backup light of Chen, 
pivotally attached to the backlight, as taught by Hutzel, in order to increase mobility of the 
lighting device. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mark Tsidulko whose telephone number is (571) 272-2384. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8 - 5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on (571) 272-2378. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300 for all 
communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



M.T. 

September 11,2007 




